
 I oppose loosening the rules designed to promote and protect diversity
of media ownership. These rules were adopted to ensure that the public
          would receive a diverse range of viewpoints from the media, and not
          simply the opinions of a handful of media conglomerates.

Please slow down your media ownership rules review to allow a healthy and
perhaps lengthy public debate.  The public's airwaves belong to the people, and
the FCC should be a good steward to maintain the airwaves in the public's trust.
People need a say in local and national political agenda setting, sources of
independent and diverse news coverage and debate without commercial advertising
constraints, and healthy discussions with a variety of viewpoints.  Already
changes in radio station ownership that favor big chain ownership (like Clear
Channel, or whatever it's called)take away from innovative local programming,
interesting music, and coverage of important local issues.  Newspapers no longer
serve as a watchdog on government, and television is becoming more formula
driven and more dominated by advertising.  We need to strengthen diverse
reporting and provide in depth analysis, not weaken it.  I was once a loyal
subscriber to TIME Magazine, but dropped my subscription whe!
n TIME became CNN in print at gr
ade school level.  I want my newspapers, magazines, radio stations, and TV
channels to be independent, strong voices.  I want them to offer relevant news
and analysis and criticism, not wishy washy entertainment pretending to be news.


